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TAGS: TECH, IN 

SUBJECT: CANADIAN DEMARCHE ON INDIAN NUCLEAR TEST 

1. SUMMARY: CANADIANS CALLED AT DEPARTMENT MAY 24 TO 
EXPLAIN THEIR CONCERNS ABOUT DAMAGING IMPACT OF INDIAN 
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NUCLEAR TEST AND OUTLINE MEASURES THEY WERE TAKING. THEY 
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ASKED HOW USG VIEWED SITUATION AND EXPRESSED HOPE WE AND 
OTHERS WOULD IMPOSE RESTRICTIONS ON NUCLEAR COOPERATION 
WITH INDIA. END SUMMARY. 

2. CANADIAN MINISTER WILLIAMSON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSELOR 
FRASER. CALLED UNDER INSTRUCTION MAY 24 ON NEA ACTING 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY SOBER REGARDING INDIAN NUCLEAR TEST. 
WILLIAMSON SAID HE WANTED TO DRAW USG'S ATTENTION TO 
CANADIAN EXTERNAL AFFAIRS MINISTER SHARP’S MAY 22 STATE- 
MENT AS WELL AS CABINET DECISION ON INDIA NUCLEAR PROBLEM. 
CANADA WAS CONCERNED REGARDING DAMAGE INDIAN ACTION WOULD 
HAVE ON EFFORTS TO PREVENT PROLIFERATION AS WELL AS FACT 
THAT CANADA HAD PROVIDED LARGE AMOUNT OF AID TO INDIA IN 
NUCLEAR FIELD. CANADA COULD NOT BE EXPECTED TO SUBSIDIZE 
DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY DEVELOPMENT OF NUCLEAR EXPLOSIVES 
PROGRAM. OVER THE YEARS CANADA HAD MADE CLEAR THAT THIS 
WAS SAME THING AS WEAPONS PROGRAM BECAUSE OF SIMILARITY 

OF TECHNOLOGY. 

3. ACCORDINGLY, WILLIAMSON SAID CANADIAN CABINET HAD 
DECIDED ON NUMBER OF MEASURES: 

- INDIANS WERE BEING ASKED TO ADVISE CANADA REGARD- 
ING SOURCE OF PLUTONIUM (CANADIANS SUSPECTED PLUTONIUM 
CAME FROM UNSAFEGUARDED CIRUS REACTOR WHICH CANADA HAD 
PROVIDED INDIANS). 

- CANADIAN ATOMIC ENERGY REPRESENTATIVE WAS BEING 
RECALLED FROM BOMBAY. 

- ALL SHIPMENTS OF ATOMIC ENERGY EQUIPMENT AND 
MATERIAL AND ALL COOPERATION IN ATOMIC ENERGY FIELD WERE 
SUSPENDED. 

- ALL OTHER ASPECTS OF CANADIAN AID TO INDIA, 

EXCEPT FOR FOOD AND AGRICULTURE, WERE BEING REVIEWED. 

- CANADIAN PARTICIPATION IN DEBT RESCHEDULING 

WOULD BE HELD UP BECAUSE A LARGE COMPONENT WAS RELATED 
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TO LOANS IN THE NUCLEAR FIELD. 

- INDIANS WERE BEING ASKED TO ELABORATE ON ECONOMIC 
BENEFITS THEY EXPECTED FROM TEST AND HOW THEY SAW PNE'S 
FITTING INTO INDIAN ECONOMIC PRIORITIES. 

4. CANADA WAS ALSO APPROACHING OTHER GOVERNMENTS WITH 
REQUEST THEY SIMILARLY SUSPEND NUCLEAR COOPERATION IN 
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THE FACE OF THE INDIAN ACTION. CANADA RECOGNIZED THAT 
NPT SUPPORTERS FACED DILEMMA IN PRESENT SITUATION. 

SPECIAL EFFORT COULD BE MADE TO FIT INDIA INTO NPT REGIME 
IN ORDER TO LESSEN CHANCE THAT INDIA WOULD OPT FOR NT TCI, FAR 
WEAPONS ROUTE; HOWEVER, THIS WOULD ONLY MAKE IT EASIER 
FOR OTHERS TO TAKE SAME STEP AS INDIA HAD. 

5. CANADA, THEREFORE, WOULD LIKE TO KNOW HOW US VIEWS 
SITUATION AND WHAT WE INTENDED TO DO TO LIMIT DAMAGING 
CONSEQUENCES OF INDIAN TEST. SOBER STATED THAT US 
POSITION REMAINS UNCHANGED, NAMELY THAT WE WERE OPPOSED 
TO NUCLEAR PROLIFERATION BECAUSE OF ADVERSE IMPACT IT 
HAD ON GLOBAL STABILITY. AT SAME TIME, SOBER SAID WE WERE 
EXAMINING PROBLEM AND CONSIDERING ITS MANY IMPLICATIONS. 
WHEN WE HAD COMPLETED REVIEW, WE WOULD BE BACK IN TOUCH 
WITH CANADIANS. 

6. SOBER ASKED WHAT PRACTICAL EFFECT SUSPENSION OF 
CANADIAN NUCLEAR SHIPMENTS TO INDIA WOULD BE. FRASER 
SAID HE DID NOT THINK THIS WOULD HAVE TOO MUCH IMPACT 
AS MOST EQUIPMENT ALREADY SHIPPED FOR SECOND RAJASTHAN 
REACTOR; PERHAPS MOST SERIOUS RESULT, IF CANADIAN 

SUSPENSION WAS OF LONG DURATION, RELATED TO CONTRACT FOR 
SUPPLIES OF HEAVY WATER TO RAJASTHAN REACTOR. 

7. SOBER NOTED THAT PAK FONMIN AZIZ AHMED WAS GOING TO 
CANADA AFTER HIS VISIT HERE; PAKS WERE SOMEWHAT CONCERNED 
CANADIANS MIGHT REEXAMINE THEIR ASSISTANCE TO PAKISTAN'S 
NUCLEAR POWER PLANT IN LIGHT OF INDIAN TEST. FRASER SAID 

HE DID NOT SEE PROBLEM AS THE PAKS HAD MADE CLEAR TO 
CANADA THAT THEY HAD NO INTENTION OF RENOUNCING THE SAFE- 
GUARDS UNDER WHICH CANADIAN AID WAS BEING PROVIDED. THE 
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SITUATION WAS VERY DIFFERENT FROM INDIAN CASE WHERE 
INADEQUATE SAFEGUARDS FOR THE CIRUS REACTOR SEEMED TO 
HAVE PROVIDED LOOPHOLE WHICH PERMITTED INDIANS TO DEVELOP 
EXPLOSIVES PROGRAM. 

8. IN SEPARATE CALL ON ACDA ASSISTANT DIRECTOR MILLER, 
CANADIAN COUNSELOR SINGLETON COVERED MUCH OF SAME GROUND 
AS ABOVE, ALSO MAKING ESSENTIALLY SAME POINTS REVIEWED 

IN VIENNA WITH US/IAEA, BUT WITHOUT SUGGESTING EARLY 
MEETING OF ZANGGER (NUCLEAR SUPPLIER COUNTRY) COMMITTEE. 
SINGLETON SAID CANADA WAS APPROACHING ALL MEMBERS OF 
ZANGGER COMMITTEE PLUS FRANCE AND USSR ON PROBLEM. 

CANADA WAS CONSIDERING SEEKING COMMITMENT FROM INDIANS 
NOT TO USE NUCLEAR EXPLOSIVES EXCEPT FOR PEACEFUL USES 
AND NOT TO SHARE RELEVANT TECHNOLOGY WITH OTHER NON- 
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NUCLEAR STATES. CANADIANS RECOGNIZED THIS WOULD GIVE 
INDIA SPECIAL STATUS AND COULD CREATE DIFFICULTIES WITH 
OTHER NON-NUCLEAR STATES. IN MEANTIME, CANADIANS SEEKING 
VIEWS OF US AND OTHERS ON BEST COURSE OF ACTION. RUSH 
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